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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 

Mr. Barth requested an Supplemental Examiner's Amendment to correct the following obvious typographical errors in 
the previous Examiner's Amendment (i.e., in claims 34, 37, 46, "consists" should read "consists essentially of - 
consistent with the language used in claim 1 -- in regard to the composition of layer R1, as agreed upon in the earlier 
interview on 7/12/2005). 



